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Ambiguous Adoption: An Examination on the Practice of 

Same Sex Adoption in the United States


Every year, tens of thousands of kids in America fall into one of the most unfortunate aspects of human societies: orphanage. Foster care as a whole is virtually unavoidable; however, that is not to say that these kids have no opportunities at all. Many couples are willing to take the plunge into parenthood, and rather than choose the biological option, they decide to adopt. This is a fantastic and loving decision that a couple can make, whether the pair be traditional or gay. However, many regions of the United States still outlaw same sex adopting couples, despite the growing numbers of orphans that need a home. Same sex adoption is a positive experience, and should be unrestricted everywhere in the best interests of the children, homosexual couples, society, and the integrity of American law.


Unfortunately, the people at the heart of the matter, the children, are often overlooked. Without two full-time parents, kids often face an overwhelming amount of instability from day to day, as analyst E.J. Graff notes in  the article “The Other Marriage War.” The parents are a vital part of any daily routine in households across America, and children who have neither are severely disadvantaged when it comes to development. The typical counterpoint to this argument is that the sexual orientation of the parenting couple has an adverse effect on the child's growth, but this is not the case: “Children of lesbian or gay parents turn out just fine on every conceivable measure of emotional and social development” (Graff). As a result, it becomes increasingly difficult to build a case against gay adoption when so many fact finding missions turn up nothing but positive results. In addition, as opponents struggle to withhold the spread of adoption by same sex couples, the tragic truth is that the children do not stop living their lives without a parental figure. A statement by the Evan B. Donaldson Adoption Institute notes that “even as these discussions proliferate on the legislative and rhetorical levels, reality on the ground is outstripping the pace of the debate.” In the best interest of the children in question, debaters that are more concerned for their own arguments may want to re-evaluate their position.


Amplifying the tragedy is the fact that although there are numerous homosexual couples ready and willing to adopt, their enthusiasm is being quelled by the system. Many delays are caused by the growing need for research on the subject matter. However, as attorney Shannon Minter notes, “By its very nature, research on a subject as complex as parenting cannot possibly control for every conceivable variable that may influence the success of parenting.”. It is purely insensible for those who oppose same sex adoption to discriminate in such a crisis, especially when proper research could take months and potentially years to develop. Lawmakers have also tried to base various restrictions on the concept that gay parenting is simply morally wrong, which is irrational on many levels; as one statement by the American Civil Liberties Union explains, “If all of the people who could possibly be considered 'immoral' [were eliminated], we would have almost no parents left to adopt and provide foster care.” Common sense calls for the idea that no human is perfect, and consequently there is no such thing as a perfect parent. There are far more dangerous situations for a child to potentially be in, such as an abusive or drug-influenced household. When placed in proper perspective, there is little reason for a potential adopting gay couple to be denied the right provided to traditional couples.


On a grander scale, the struggle to fight off the advances of gay adoption rights is a tremendous waste of resources that could be focused in better areas to further improve society. Anyone not familiar with the issue would be shocked to discover that, contrary to what some may believe, the majority of Americans are indifferent to or even support strongly the idea of gay adoption. One specific example took place in San Diego, where a local court “struck down the procedure by which, for fifteen years, lesbian co-mothers had legally adopted their children” (Graff). This created a large backlash in the San Diego community when thousands of people began contacting local lawmakers in protest until the decision was reversed. If nothing else, this shows the passion that Americans have in making a decision that is best for their country. However, in contrast with this particular example, not all Americans are so educated on the issue of same sex adoption. Graff makes a very cohesive point when saying that “The majority of Americans are ambivalent about the idea of lesbians and gay men raising children. As a result, the legal system is not consistent in its rulings about gay and lesbian adoption.” Here, the idea that a government represents its people makes itself plain and understandable; if Americans were more educated on the issue as a whole, perhaps more progressive laws could be established, and society would be that much better off.


Apart from the societal harm that such discrimination does, the fight to prevent same sex adoption contradicts the basic principles of American law. Discriminating against same-sex couples is simply unconstitutional; the primary pillar supporting this is the Fourteenth Amendment, which has an equal protection clause that forbids discrimination based on any basis, including sexuality. Treating the homosexual couples any differently from a traditional couple undermines every decision that has ever been made based on the amendment. Once again, the ACLU attempts to expose the true situation: “Most states in the country consider adoption applications on a case-by-case basis...nevertheless, sometimes judges deny adoption applications explicitly because a prospective parent is gay.” There are two points to be extracted here: first off, all states in the country should consider adoption applications case-by-case. This development would allow for more uniform adoption regulation across the country, which would expedite the process of opening up all states to gay adoption. In addition, judges are some of the most powerful officials in the legal system; as their name implies, they often make very crucial determinations pertaining to the lives of U.S. citizens. When judges become partial, the entire legal system has no purpose, because it can no longer serve justice. And the government's restriction of gay adoption is completely contradictory; excluding gays and lesbians from adopting does nothing to further the ultimate goal of creating more two-parent households (American). Although tempting, the government cannot have both sides of the issue; if it is seeking to antagonize the gay community while creating more two-parent households, it will find itself in the same position year after year, with no one satisfied. That said, the country has seen some advances in the field: “About 2 in 5 of all agencies in the country have placed children with adoptive parents whom they know to be gay or lesbian” (The American). This is outstanding progression for the country, but roughly forty percent is still a fairly low number. As this statistic begins to increase, so will the number of happy and healthy children in the United States.


Granted, some opposing viewpoints are relevant when discussing same-sex adoption. The traditional couple has the name for a reason, and there is always the possibility that a child will be teased or even ostracized for their parents' sexual orientation. These concerns are legitimate in some cases, but in others they are unfounded fears that can be resolved by being open about the situation on both sides. Any child should have a hard time befriending anyone that does not accept their parents in the first place. The concern that homosexuality is passed on, however, is overextending. In the twenty-first century, a child may not even spend the majority of their time with parents; other influential figures such as friends and teachers are always present. Arguments against same-sex adoption, therefore, are often limited to childhood teasing, and this is hardly comparable to the monumental crisis that affects so many children every year.


Regardless of any opposing viewpoint, the kids are still the at the epicenter of the issue, and given a choice between two parents and none, many would happily take the two, sexuality notwithstanding. Children do not conceive themselves, so they should not have to care for themselves. The issues surrounding the question of same-sex adoption are not nearly as substantial as the amount of lives that are affected by a lack of parental figures, and whatever amount of reform that is required to free the system from its outdated restraints should be undertaken, for the interests of the children first and foremost.
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