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_ _Mario Suva
Guest Writer .

Davidson College’s statement of purpose, originally
penned on September 24, 1964, begins with an examination
of the college’s continuing relationship with the Presbyterian
Church. It asserts that the college will continue its *“vital
relationship” to that sect. It also acknowledges, however, an
“openness to and respect for the world’s various religious
traditions.” There dis an inherent contradiction in this
statement, one that continues to affect the nature of religious
discourse on campus. The contradiction is that it does not
allow the fostering of “openness” and “respect” for atheism.

In order to rectify Davidson’s lapse
of support for atheism, I suggest the
school include it as a viable alterna-
tive to theism in its official statement
of purpose and in literature describing
religious life on campus.

I contend that atheism is virtually absent from official
consideration at Davidson College and that its absence is
a fundamental flaw in Davidson’s religious discourse. The
consequences of atheism’s absence are twofold: it undermines
Davidson’s reputation as a rigorous academic institution,
while explicitly discriminating against atheist students. This
creates an environment in which real discussion on religious
issues is impossible. In the eyes of the school, one side of the
argument has already won.

Some may say that the issue of the existence of a god
cannot be discussed intelligently. They would subsequently
argue that it is a religious issue fundamentally based on faith
4nd cannot be proven or disproven. This may seem like a
foolproof argument, but it is not.

The first piece of evidence against this argument is the
existence of a religion department at Davidson. If religious
questions were immune from logic, an academic department
devoted to them would be illogical and useless—which the
religion department most certainly is not.

Furthermore, the existence or non-existence of a god
has real and physical consequences in the ‘real world. If
one believes in an interventionist a god--and therefore in
miracles—one believes that physical laws are mutable. This

Prop 8 win unfortunate loss for equali|

ZEKE WEBSTER
Guest Writer

For almost all of us—even some of the most partisan and
conservative Republicans—Barack Obama’s victory in last
Tuesday’s election was an historic night of celebration and
redemption. Even the happiest of election nights, however,
hold some disappointments and setbacks, and last Tuesday’s
“was particularly bitter.

Proposition 8, a ballot initiative that strips gay couples

" of the right to marry, was passed by 52 percent of the vote

in California. Unlike other states that have passed anti-gay
marriage initiatives, gay marriage waslegal in California until
Proposition 8’s passage. Since the state supreme court, with
the approval of California’s legislature and governor, ruled
gay ‘marriage bans unconstitutional in May, around 18,000
gay couples have been married in California. Proposition 8
has brought all of that to an end, and it has put the marriages
of those 18,000 in jeopardy. Proposition 8’s passage means
that, even in California, our government will continue to
discriminate against gay Americans.

Fortunately, history is on the side of supporters of
marriage equality. All arguments against gay marriage are
obviously flawed or explicitly religious.

Legalizing gay marriage doesn’t mean that churches will
be forced to perform marriages they disagree with, nor will it
force anyone to abandon prejudice against those who identify
as gay, lesbian, bisexual, transgender or are questioning their
sexuality. It simply means that the government will recognize
the validity and value of the families that gay folks have been
building.

Who seriously thinks that it undermines the marriages
of straight couples for others to have the same right? How
can anyone possibly be harmed by allowing others to live
and love as they wish? Straight Americans would, correctly,
consider it unimaginably unjust if the government told them
that their attempts to build loving relationships and families
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