October 9, 1984

The Rotunda

Disagreement with Last Week’s Letter

Written by: Andrew O’Connor

To the Editor:


This letter is in response to the editorial written by a certain Miss Linda B. Chamber in the October 2nd edition of the Rotunda. Miss Chamber made several comments on subjects that I wish to discuss and has given me reason to think on those subjects quite carefully. I plan to go over her letter here in the hope that my observations may give her some reason to re-think her positions. I first wish to comment on her assumption that only those who have been “born again” are true Christians. Miss Chamber, true Christians have no need to be “born again” because they are already Christians. Miss Chamber, a Christian is defined as “a person professing belief in Jesus as the Christ, or in the religion based on the teachings of Jesus” (from Webster’s New World Dictionary). I wonder what you were before you were “born again”? 


I would now like to say a few words concerning homosexuality. Miss Chamber has given us many fine examples of Biblical condemnation of homosexuality and I must say that I am impressed with her learning, however, I wish to further her education in the religion that she has been “born again” into. Miss Chamber, a true Christian would not fight a person’s desire to be a homosexual. A true Christian would pray for his/her soul not in the hope that the person’s homosexuality will not spread. A true Christian would accept the person as he/she is and try to understand him/her. A true Christian is a person who helps others with problems, not a person who creates them. Homosexuality is not a disease Miss Chamber, it is a willful choice made by people who prefer their own sex to the opposite sex. Homosexuals are not living in an abominable lifestyle, they are living THEIR lifestyle. A true Christian would know this and would try to make their life as easy as possible because they are prosecuted by people like yourself. You ask why they are having so much trouble “coming out of the closet” and I would answer that it is people like you, with the misguided notion that they have the right to make people conform to their own idea of what is right, that is keeping the homosexual in the closet. You, Miss Chamber, and those who think like you do are the ones who are keeping the homosexual an open part of society. Homosexuals are  people, Miss Chamber,  and deserve to be treated with respect. They have made the choice to be who they are and they will be responsible to GOD for that choice. NOBODY , here on Earth, has the right to treat them like condemned people because only GOD can condemn and nobody here should presume to judge others for HIM. You should go back and study the text of your new religion (the Bible) and read what it has to say about people who make judgment on others and what it says about self-righteousness, it may do you some good.
I also wish to comment on the last part of her letter concerning “THE LETTER”. Why would you ever thank GOD for censorship? Freedom of the press is one of Constitutional rights and probably our most important next to freedom of speech. Mr. Wall did not show good judgment in trying to censure that article. Mr. Wall decided that he was above the law and had the power to delete items from that article that he had no right to delete. If we had allowed this to happen we would have thrown away one of the dearest rights that our Founding Fathers fought and suffered for. Mr. Wall tried to violate our civil rights and thank GOD that the staff of the Rotunda had the guts to tell him so. Miss Chamber, if you find something in the paper that is offending you, you already have the most effective method of self-censorship that has ever been devised; you can turn the page. Why don’t you try that next time. Censorship is an evil, just as assuredly as murder and rape are evil. Censorship deprives the population the opportunity to decide issues themselves. Some people call censorship of ‘obscene’ material and they truly believe that it should be banned, but who is to say what is ‘obscene’? Would you say that pictures of naked women were obscene? If the answer is yes, and if you somehow managed to get all pictures of naked women banned did you know that you would have to ban paintings too, and sculptures as well. Some of the greatest artworks would be banned all because you thought they were obscene. What is obscene to one person is beauty to others. That is just an example, but the same principle applies to any other mode of communication and the same arguments apply against any form of censorship. Besides, we could never all agree on who the censor would be. Some would want priests others would want teachers and still others would want somebody else. If we all agreed on what material we wanted censored there would be no need for censorship because there would be no market for the material. As long as any type of material has a market it should be allowed to be published. I believe with all my heart the American people will never allow any form of censorship to be imposed upon them. I hope and pray that people who think that censorship is the answer to the problems that they see in the media will see the error of they [sic] ways before it is to [sic] late.
I know this letter will not make people stop persecuting homosexuals and I know that this letter will not make censorship advocates come to their senses, but at least I hope it will make them think about it a little. I sure hope so.

~Hunter Ellis~
