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Abstract
In the late 1970s there was much research done on children with lesbian and gay
parents. In 1977, there was a ban on same-sex couples being able to adopt. The
Adoption and Safe Families Act was enacted in 1997. This policy restricts some
potential adoptive parents based on sexual orientation and relationship status. Senator
John McCain made it clear that he opposed gay adoption, even in cases where children
could not find another home. There is no evidence that shows that having gay parents is
harmful to a child. Some argue that raising a heterosexual child in a gay home can give
the child an unclear view of sexuality. There are not enough married straight couples
that are interested in adopting or foster care. Should children be left in foster homes, or

be able to have two devoted full-time parents?
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Same Sex Adoption
There are currently over 520,000 children in foster homes. Twenty percent of
children in foster care cannot return to their biological parents. Less than 50,000
children are successfully adopted each year. Many agencies allow gay couples to be
foster parents, but not adopt. Sixty percent of the nation accepts gay couples’
applications for adoption. Only 40% of the couples have had children placed with them
(Kaye, 2006).
Policy Identification
The Adoption and Safe Families Act was enacted in 1997 Since this policy,
some state legislatures and agencies have made more strict adoption requirements.
The policy restricts some potential adoptive parents based on sexual orientation and
relationship status. There are eleven states that do allow gays to adopt (California,
Connecticut, lllinois, Indiana, Maryland, Massachusetts, Nevada, New Jersey, New
York, Pennsylvania, Vermont and Washington DC). These states guarantee the same
rights when adopting for both gay and heterosexual couples. There are five states that
do not allow gay or lesbian couples to adopt whether they are an individual or a couple
(Florida, Mississippi, Michigan, Nebraska, Utah).
History/Background
In 1972, the first Gay Studies Program started at Sacramento State University in
California. A year later the American Psychological Association (APA) removed
homosexuality from “The Handbook of Disorders.” In the late 1970s there was much

research done on children with lesbian and gay parents.
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Anita Bryant was a beauty queen and celebrity spokesperson. Bryant was best
known for being an anti-homosexual activist. When Florida added an amendment to its
human rights ordinance, Bryant got very involved. The amendment made it illegal to
discriminate in housing, employment, loans, and public accommodations based on
“affection or sexual preference" (The Stone Wall Library & Archives, 2007).

As this amendment was being looked over she announced, "l will lead such a
crusade to stop it as this country has not seen before." Bryant founded “Save Our
Children.” She describes the organization:“[It was] established on the fear of children
being molested or converted by gay perverts. As a mother, | know that homosexuals
cannot biologically reproduce children; therefore, they must try and recruit our children.”
(The Stone Wall Library & Archives, 2007). The amendment was repealed in Florida a
year later.

In 1984, California passed the “Domestic Partnership Bill.” Two years later the
first lesbian couple was granted legal joint adoption. In 1985, California was frequently
granting joint, or “second parent” adoptions. Years later in 2001, San Diego Court in
California ruled that no legal document had ever existed that allowed such adoptions.
Since no such document existed, over 10,000 “legal” adoptions had to be reconsidered
(Robinson, 2006).

Thé ‘Adoption and Safe Families Act” started in 1997, and was signed by
President Clinton on November 19, 1997. The law requires that child safety be the first
priority, next comes placement and permanency planning. Even with the federal efforts
encouraging adoption, some states and agencies have tightened adoption

requirements. They have restricted potential adoptive parents based on their sexual
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orientation or relationship status (Kaye, S. 2006). Also in 1997, New Jersey became the
first state to allow joint adoption by gay couples (Galluccio vs. New Jersey). In 2004,
The Arkansas Supreme Court overturned the anti-gay foster care ban (Howard vs.
Arkansas). A year later, in 2005, the United States Supreme Court refused to hear the
courts decision dealing with Florida’s ban on adoption by homosexuals (Lofton vs.
Florida). That same year, lllinois became the fifteenth state to prevent sexual orientation
discrimination. lllinois was also the fifth state to outlaw gender identity discrimination
(Kaye, 2006).

Current Situation

In July, 2008, Senator John McCain said in an interview, “My position is not the
reason why I'm running for president of the United States. I'm running for president of
the United States because | want to help with family values. And | think that family
values are important, when we have two-parent families that are of parents that are the
traditional family” (Stephanopoulos, 2008). McCain made it clear earlier in the month
that he opposed gay adoption, even in cases where children could not find another
home. McCain's campaign later stated that he would not support any federal legislation
that would ban gay couples from adopting (Stephanopoulos, 2008).

Miami, Florida’s Frank Martin Gill has been a foster parent for two boys since
December, 2004. In October, 2008, Gill tried to adopt the two boys. It was nothing but a
battle because of his sexual preference. In 1977, Florida’s state law banned gay
couples from adopting children (Ruggeri, 2008).

On Tuesday, November 25, 2008, Frank Martin Gill was granted adoption rights

over the two boys. Miami Judge Cindy Lederman stated “The 31 year-old law violates
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equal protection rights for the children and their prospective gay parents, rejecting the
state’s argument that there is “a supposed dark cloud hovering over homes of
homosexuals and their children” (Kaczor, 2008).

In October, 2008, Arkansas proposed an act that would put a stop to any couple
who is not married from adopting or caring for a foster child. On November 4, 2008, the
“Gay Adoption Ban” was quickly passed. The final vote was 57(forbid) to 43(allow)
percent. Arkansas already has a ban on gay marriage (Broverman, 2008).

Janine Parry, a professor of political science at the University in Arkansas stated,
“After looking at this issue for several years, it seems to me that many Arkansans- both
liberals and conservatives, are uncomfortable dictating the family arrangements of
others, whether they agree with them or not” (Broverman, 2008).

Differing Viewpoints

There is no “credible evidence” that shows that having gay parents is harmful to
a child, and a ban only prevents the judge from putting the child’s wellbeing first.
Opponents say that it is in every child’s best interest to have both parents. Many
conservatives see gay couple’s right to adopt as an unacceptable step closer to
allowing same-sex marriage (Ruggeri, 2008). “Raising a heterosexual child in a gay
home can give the child an unclear view of sexuality” (Jones, 2007). If a girl were to be
adopted by two men, she would lack the feminine influence. The law should not punish
homosexual relationships; it exists because the "ideal way to raise a child" is with a
mother and father. "Placing a child too young to have an opinion of their own in the care

of a gay couple exposes them to this prejudice, and subjects them to ridicule or

violence" (Jones, 2007).
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Today, single-parent families are very common. It has been proven that children

with a single parent have lower grades and poor behavior.

Chart 20. School Failure and Marriage
Children In Intact Married Families Are Less Likely To Repeat A Grade

Percent of Children in 1998 Survey Who Repeat A Grade

Married Biologeal  Mother Formerly v Motherand *, B
Parents, 57 .77 Marrieg V1% Stepfather &%

(Dawson, 1998)

Children with divorced parents and step parents are almost twice as likely to fail
in school and repeat a grade, compared to children with both parents (Dawson, 1998).

Gay couples being able to adopt would allow the child or children to have two
full-time parents. Many other countries are starting to allow gay couples to adopt
because they have recognized this. Some babies are born into homosexual families.
There are no facts that show being raised by gay parents affect the child’s sexual
preference in later years (Jones, 2007).

Many gay couples also form very strong, stable relationships, which would give
the child or children a safe and secure home. Not allowing gay couples to adopt children
is discrimination based on sexual orientation, which is not allowed in employment.

“Under Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the Americans with Disabilities Act



Same Sex Adoption Policy 8

(ADA), and the Age Discrimination in Employment Act (ADEA), it is illegal to
discriminate in any aspect of employment” (“The U.S. Equal,” 2004).

There are more children in foster care than ever and there is a shortage of
people adopting. A real "family," no matter what sexual preference, is better than
leaving thousands of children in foster homes (The First Post, 2007).

All research to date has come to the same conclusion: children that have
homosexual parents grow up just as well as children with heterosexual parents. The
parent's ability to create a loving and safe environment does not depend on their sexual
orientation. There is also no proof that children with gay parents are less clever, have
more problems, or have less confidence (Kreisher, 2002). For this reason, The Child
Welfare League of America, (one of the nation’s oldest child support organizafions) and
the North American Council on Adoptable Children say “Gays and lesbians looking to
adopt should be considered, just like any other adoptive applicant” (You Debate, 2007).

In contrast, a researcher from London realized 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.” This
is because of the role model situation; the most significant role model in a child’s life is
usually the parents (You Debate, 2007).

Children who are in foster care do not get the choice of having married parents,
or any kind of parents. There are not enough married heterosexual couples that are
interested in adopting or foster care. When children are in foster care for a long period

of time they have greater emotional problems, substance abuse problems, and

academic problems (You Debate, 2007).



Same Sex Adoption Policy 9

of time they have greater emotional problems, substance abuse problems, and
academic problems (You Debate, 2007).
Policy Recommendation

All agencies should allow qualified, gay couples to adopt children. Denying
same-sex couples the right to adopt children is discrimination. Psychologist Armand R.
"Cerbone said, “Discrimination of all kinds takes a toll on people's health and
psychological well being. in the context of the huge social and political debate that is
currently going on, American Psychological Association (APA) and psychologists have
had to grapple with the issue of what psychology believes is in the public interest in this
controversy” (Willenz, 2004).

The current federal policy does not allow same-sex couples to adopt children. By
eliminating this policy, all couples would have the opportunity to experience raising a
family and more children would be taken out of foster care. This would ultimately benefit
society in a positive way. Children that are raised in a two parent home, regardless of
the parent’s sexual preference, would benefit. In foster care, children are moved from
home to home, and not in a stable situation. If more children were removed from foster

care and put into a stable home with two parents, they would have a better life.
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